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Key, Senator Urges Military Expansion 


By Robert G. Kaiser . ' , . 

*>V3ShlDi}:on Post S»afC Vr titer - -• 

Sen. Sam Nunn (D-Ga.), a respected 
moderate likely to be- influential in 
tne coming Senate -debate on SALT,| 
yesterday outlined an expensive pro- 
gram OL military expansion that he 
said the country must pursue with or 
without a- new strategic- arms limita- 
tion treaty. ■ 

in.a speechrtoithe National Cham- 
ber of Com.raercer.Nunn Indicated that 
•he could vote for S.-VLT II,' but said it 
should be-accompanied by accelerated 
■acquisitioa of.' planes, ships, intercon- 
'tinental nuclear syeapons,- shorter- 
range nuclear .tveapons. and conven- 
tional forces, -plua more reseafeh and 
developmenf for-.future weapons .sys-' 
terns,.:..;.,,; I 

Nunn said the-,,tjnited States- also 
needs improvetKcapacity to analyze 
forei,ga intelligence, more help in de- 
fense from Japan and North Atlantic 
Treaty. Organization allies, and an 
early return to the military draft., _ . 

Nunn’s speech could be read as a 
summai-y list of 'items he- and like- 
minded Senate colleagues may de- 
mand as the price-of- their support for 
SALT II. ...it ' :1s ' 

..The steps he proposed, NuiuniL said, 
‘"are essential to oitr national security, 
and in no instance can any'foreseea 
ble arms control agreement, includihg 
S.-VLT, prosdde an. adequate subsiti- 
tiite for them.”- - . 

^ Nunn. .argued that, to. rnake ^rms 
control agreements meaningful, the 
United States 'must, keep pace with 
the Soviet Unionfs defense program. 

‘•We have not competed effectively 
.with the Soviet Union- in the military 
arena. Unless -we and our -allies are 
prepared to do so^ we can expect fu- 
ture arms control agreements with 
iloscow to do little more than ratify 
an emerging Soviet military superior- 
ity,” he said. - n" -, - . . A- ' , 

‘‘On the other hand, .if the free 
world makes it clear by its ■ actions 
that it will not allow the Soviets to 
gain military §uperiori^, a_rms con- 
, trol becomes ... a feasible and sensi- 
ble element of. our national 
security. . ! ■ ' 

: Nunn noted President Carter’s as- 
sertion in a speech last \yeek that 
' Americans are bel 

tainLng a strong defens^’*^ ...... ' 



“If the president means that the' 
American people are prepared to. 
make sacrifices to counter the grow-; 
ing .Soviet miUtai-y threat in response- 
to strong leadership in W'ashington, I 
agree with him," Nunn said. 

“If, however, the president means 
,by the word ‘maintaining’ that the 
present militatx balance and trends' 
vvithin it are an acceptable foundation 
for our nation’s future security, I re- 
spectfully disagree.” ' -■ ■■ ;■ 

, Nunn offered the.se proposals for] 
improving U.S. military capabilities: 

• A greater investment in strategic: 

bombers and. submarine-launched bal-| 
listic missiles and new steps to pro- 
tect land-based' ballistic missiles from 
attack. . 'I 

- • • Modernization of nuclear forces! 
in Europe, including deployment of 
the neutron bomb, ground-launched 
cruise ': missiles and additional me-! 
dium-range ballistic missiles if the So-’ 
iviet Union does not limit its weapons; 
.deployment against Europe. . • " ! 

• Strengthening of conventional! 
^.forces in Europe and the Pacific, with | 

increased contributions from NATO 
countries and Japan. 

• Acceleration of the Navy’s ship- 
buying to introduce “larger numbers 
of ships which take advantage of the 
latest maritime technologies.” 

■ • Investment of “substantially more 
resources” in. basic research and de- 
;v-elopment.- .-> 1 , , , - . 

;■ • ‘"An alternative to the all-volun-l 

teer force.” Nunn asked whether a de-| 
mocracy can defend itself, “when thel 
•lowest economic groups are vastly ov- 
en-epresented in the combat arms and 
middle- and upper-class America are 
increasin^y exempt fro.m the possibil- 
• ity of sacrifice for our nation." 

J- Also yesterday, a group of Republi-I 
can senators cbrfiplained .to reporters’ 
.at a luncheortabout administration of- 
Ticiais-’ whbi'have begun'-^tO'.promote'j 
i'SAKT II- even: though- -it-. has'mot yeC| 
■beeii .signed, and specificaliy- about' 
the 'role, of CIA ' Director Stansfield 
■Turner in the selling of S.ALT. .- i- .- 
- - Sen. Malcolm Wallop fR-Wvo'.V sai d 
it was ..“awesomely vvron.g.”' to-, use 
Turner in a role that could be-inter -i 
.pret.ed_aj; parti san. Several other s ena- 
.t ors at the lunch agreed with Wallop’s 
c riticism . , . -‘r.;.. 

gay that xurnerjnas never made a 


speech supporting S.-\LT. and hag ; 
, taken a middle role.- providing infnrj 
mation- about the treaty when askeo . 

, ■ ■■ --‘vt his news conference .yesterd ay^ 
; Pre.sideut. Carter-'’sald' he had 'rim-ea ! 
' ask ed Turner to maxe a speech on 
■ half of SALT and added: ‘-T happen te f j 
•know. _that h.e's^basically 'in favor oi> 
the SALT treaty .’?. • 

Sen. John-Heinz- (R-Pa-.) ' predicteoj 
that the SALT debate would becom^j 
“a referendum on the Carter- admini^ | 
tration,” and he criticized Carter fo>! 
defending the treaty “before he knows”; i 
wha.t.is.in it ! 
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